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MEMORANDUM FOR ?K\ RECORD; 


SUBJECT : 


'C -3"C 


mat with Saw PAPICH on 3 F binary 19&6. PaPIOn * c:-.v.. • 


htlii'B 1 s lawyer RA12KAIJKAS cairn., had come to the Buruau . 

' apparently on a fishing oxeadition to dotormina what, if any, intern? st tU;. .. • 

in this nvattar* and had given the' Bureau a copy of the HELMS affidavit, Mt-.i.c . 

first knowledge the Bureau had of this matter, and the wording of the 
such as to imply that the Agency is engaged in extensive operational aoti/rre;-.' v 
RAWS witfiout the knowledge of the Bureau^ Ra cognising the "flap" potoutlal of ■ 
matter if it gets out of control or on a higher' level, PAPICH was looking' for 
prppor words to be used in his report. 

2. We. promptly straightened PAPICH out on the matter of th« Bureau's Icncwledip; oj:' 

case, by_ inviting his attention to 'our CSCI of 11 January 1965 in which wo 
informs* the Bureau of. the filing of the lawsuit by.. HEINE against ;HaUS,; : and -toinzZ&i&s. 
that PADS was an occasionalism eon J of- the Agency on Estonian Eiuigxv; matters,.’ i't was 
apparent that the Bureau Desk Officer iiad not brought this to the attention of '.hiKu'-a!.. 

3. W* want on to inform PAPICH that RAU5 was an unpaid contact and infossiwnt . and vWt 

legal 

the question of whether .this constitute*! /employment as described in. the HELMS • 
affidavit had War carefully considers* by our General Counsol and the Counsel >:iv v.W 
Defendant , and Had been decided in the affirmative. 

4. ?y PICK was fully satisfied . and indicated he. anticipated no further problem, There tass 

senr * informal conversation as to the seemingly unusual $&&&&& tactics Wing foll.wW 
by the .Agency 

/ in this case to protect RAUS„ 
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